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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on July 12 5 2 0 02 has been received and entered in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,3- 10, 12, 14 ~ 19, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maeta et al. in view of Moore. 

Regarding claim 1, the method steps are disclosed by Maeta et al and Moore for the 
same reasons provided below paragraph, the device claim 12. 

Regarding claim 12, Maeta et al. discloses in Fig. 2 a semiconductor device comprising: 

- a semiconductor chip (2) having a plurality of electrodes (2a); 

- a substrate (1) on which is formed a plurality of leads (la, directly attached to the lb); 
and 
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- an adhesive (5) provided between a surface of the semiconductor chip (2) on which 
the electrodes are formed and a surface of the substrate (1) on which said leads are 
formed, and adhering the semiconductor chip and the substrate, 

- wherein at least one of the plurality of electrodes (2a) and at least one of the plurality 
of leads (la, directly attached to the lb) are electrically connected; and 

- wherein on the substrate (1) in a region including at least a part of a region opposing 
the semiconductor chip, a film (la in middle) is formed with a lower adhesion to the 
adhesive (5) than a base material of the substrate. Further, since Maeta et al. does not 
limit wiring patterns to any specific or particular device, his/her disclosure 
encompasses all well known wiring patterns' including "leads." 

Maeta et al. does not disclose the film being broader than each of the leads at their 
portions opposed to the electrodes. However, Moore discloses in Fig. 4 a film (36) being broader 
than each of the leads (40) at their portions opposed to electrodes. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time when the invention was made to modify 
Maeta et al. by using the shape of the film as taught by Moore. The ordinary artisan would have 
been motivated to modify Maeta et al. in the manner described above for at least the purpose of 
increasing heat dissipation (column 4, lines 54 and 59). 

Regarding claim 3, since Maeta et al. shows said leads and said film being formed from 
same material, the process "said leads and said film are formed by etching a conductive foil 
adhered to said base material of said substrate" is inherently disclosed by Maeta et al. and 
Moore. 
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Regarding claim 4, Maeta et al. discloses a conductive foil used when forming said leads 
is also used to form said film (see Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 5, Maeta et al. discloses said film being formed simultaneously with 
said leads. 

Regarding claims 6 and 15, Maeta et al. discloses in Fig. 2 the electrodes (2a) being 
provided at an extremity of the surface of the semiconductor chip (2); and the film (la in middle) 
is formed in a region opposing a central part of the surface of the semiconductor chip (see Fig. 
2). 

Regarding claims 7 and 16, Maeta et al. discloses in Fig. 2 the film (la in middle) being 
formed to spread two-dimensionally, with at least one opening exposing a surface of the 
substrate. 

Regarding claims 8 and 1 7, Maeta et al. discloses in Fig. 2 the film (la in middle) being 
formed to project outside a region in which the semiconductor chip is adhered. 

Regarding claims 9 and 1 8, Maeta et al. discloses in Fig. 2 the film (la in middle) being 
formed to be symmetrical about a center point of a region in which the semiconductor chip is 
adhered. 

Regarding claims 10 and 19, Maeta et al. discloses in Fig. 2 the film (la in middle) being 
formed to avoid at least one of the leads (see Fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 14, Maeta et al. discloses said leads and said film being formed of the 
same electrically conductive material (see Fig. 2). 
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Regarding claims 21 and 22, these claims merely recite the intended use or the 
environment in which the semiconductor device of claim 12 is intended to be used. Since the 
claims fail to define any additional structure, Maeta et al. anticipates these claims as well. 

4. Claims 1 ~ 10, 12 — 19, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsukagoshi et al. in view of Moore. 

Regarding claim 1, the method steps are disclosed by Tsukagoshi et al. and Moore for the 
same reasons provided below paragraph, the device claim 12. 

Regarding claim 12, Tsukagoshi et al. discloses in Fig. 1 a semiconductor device 
comprising: 

- a semiconductor chip (1) having a plurality of electrodes (2); 

- a substrate (4) on which is formed a plurality of leads (5); and 

- an adhesive (11) provided between a surface of the semiconductor chip (1) on which 
the electrodes are formed and a surface of the substrate (4) on which said leads are 
formed, and adhering the semiconductor chip and the substrate (see Fig. 1), 

- wherein at least one of the plurality of electrodes (2) and at least one of the plurality 
of leads (5) are electrically connected (see Fig. 1); and 

- wherein on the substrate (4) in a region including at least a part of a region opposing 
the semiconductor chip, a film (6) is formed with a lower adhesion to the adhesive 
(11) than a base material of the substrate (see Fig. 1). Further, since Tsukagoshi et al. 
does not limit electrically conductive circuits to any specific or particular device, 
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his/her disclosure encompasses all well known electrically conductive circuits 
including "leads." 

Tsukagoshi et al. does not disclose the film being broader than each of the leads at their 
portions opposed to the electrodes. However, Moore discloses in Fig. 4 a film (36) being broader 
than each of the leads (40) at their portions opposed to electrodes. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time when the invention was made to modify 
Tsukagoshi et al. by using the shape of the film as taught by Moore. The ordinary artisan would 
have been motivated to modify Tsukagoshi et al. in the manner described above for at least the 
purpose of increasing heat dissipation (column 4, lines 54 and 59). 

Regarding claims 2 and 13, Tsukagoshi et al. discloses the adhesive is formed of an 
anisotropic conductive material having conductive particles dispersed in an insulating material 
(column 6, lines 49 ~ 55). 

Regarding claim 3, since Tsukagoshi et al. discloses said leads and said film are formed 
from same material (read column 6, lines 24 ~ 33), the process "said leads and said film are 
formed by etching a conductive foil adhered to said base material of said substrate" is inherently 
disclosed by Tsukagoshi et al. 

Regarding claim 4, Tsukagoshi et al. discloses a conductive foil used when forming said 
leads is also used to form said film (see Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 5, Tsukagoshi et al. discloses said film is formed simultaneously with 
said leads. 

Regarding claims 6 and 15, Fig. 1 of Tsukagoshi et al., where the reference shows the 
electrodes (2) are provided at an extremity of the surface of the semiconductor chip (1); and the 



Application/Control Number: 09/582,351 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2815 

film (6) is formed in a region opposing a central part of the surface of the semiconductor chip 
(see Fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 7 and 16, Fig. 1 of Tsukagoshi et al, where the reference shows the 
film (6) is formed to spread two-dimensionally, with at least one opening exposing a surface of 
the substrate. 

Regarding claims 8 and 17, Fig. 1 of Tsukagoshi et al., where the reference shows the 
film (6) is formed to project outside a region in which the semiconductor chip is adhered. 

Regarding claims 9 and 18, Fig. 1 of Tsukagoshi et al., where the reference shows the 
film (6) is formed to be symmetrical about a center point of a region in which the semiconductor 
chip is adhered. 

Regarding claims 10 and 19, Fig. 1 of Tsukagoshi et al, where the reference shows the 
film (6) is formed to avoid at least one of the leads (see Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 14, Tsukagoshi et al. discloses said leads and said film are formed of the 
same electrically conductive material (see Fig. 1). 

Regarding claims 21 and 22, these claims merely recite the intended use or the 
environment in which the semiconductor device of claim 12 is intended to be used. Since the 
claims fail to define any additional structure, Tsukagoshi et al. anticipates these claims as well. 

5. Claims 2 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Maeta et 
al. and Moore as applied to claims 1 and 12 above, and further in view of Oda (JP-07 169795). 

Maeta et al. and Moore disclose the claimed invention except for the adhesive being 
formed of an anisotropic conductive material having conductive particles dispersed in an 
insulating material. However, Oda teaches the adhesive (108 in Fig. 1) being formed of an 
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anisotropic conductive material having conductive particles dispersed in an insulating material 
(see Fig. 1 and read constitution). Maeta et al., Moore and Oda are analogous art because they 
are from the same field of endeavor that is the semiconductor device. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further modify Maeta 
et al. by including the adhesive to be formed of an anisotropic conductive material which is 
having conductive particles dispersed in an insulating material as taught by Oda. The ordinary 
artisan would have been motivated to further modify Maeta et al. in the manner described above 
for at least the purpose of increasing electric connection. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to combine Maeta et al. and Moore with Oda to obtain the invention as specified in claims 2 and 
13. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 12 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 



7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Nakajima discloses a shape of a film. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chris C. Chu whose telephone number is (703) 305-6194. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30 - 7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eddie C. Lee can be reached on (703) 308-1690. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 308-7382 for regular 
communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 



Chris C. Chu 
Examiner 
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